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to whom lie would certainly offer a share in the executive
power, but if the Radical party of which M. Daladier was
still the head refused or was sparing of its support, he
would have but a slight chance of succeeding, since he did
not wield sufficient power to break the Parliamentary
mould, as a Clemenceau or a Briand had done in earlier
and now vanished days.
So we have M. Reynaud and M. Daladier face to face.
Obviously I was not present at the interview, but it is
easy for me to reconstruct it, in its spirit, if not in its
exact terms, thanks to what I learned from the two
principals and their confidants, and from what I know of
their characters and methods.
To begin with, I can certify that M. Reynaud did not
do what he should have done, for when I had occasion to
say to him later: " You ought to have done that/' he
exclaimed : " Yes, that's true ! But what do you expect ?
I'm no hand at finesse." M. Frossard expressed the same
thing in different terms when he remarked: " Reynaud is
not a political animal 1 "
It was M. Daladier who, by bringing him into his
Cabinet, had, so to speak, cleared M. Reynaud from the
Customs and drawn him from his Parliamentary isolation.
It was M. Daladier who later, in rather piquant circum-
stances, well known to me but of no interest now, had
effected M. Reynaud's interchange of office with M.
Marchandeau, by which he went from the Ministry of
Justice to that of Finance, where he had definitely suc-
ceeded in bringing himself to favourable notice. It was
therefore, I say, greatly to M. Reynaud's interest to
adopt a conciliatory tone. He might have said to M.
Daladier:
" My dear Prime Minister, just now you: refused the
suggestion made by M. Lebrun that you should reconstruct
your Cabinet. Possibly you yielded to a first impulse of
anger. It must now have abated. Would you like to talk
over the situation with me ? We have had clashes in the